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people every day, are safe and effec-
tive. Animal research is of great impor-
tance to our future, but there is grow-
ing evidence that, in some instances,
research is being carried out using fam-
ily pets that have been fraudulently
obtained from the owners who love
them.

The concern that has prompted me to
introduce the Pet Safety and Protec-
tion Act of 1996 does not relate to
whether animals should or should not
be used in medical research. Rather,
this bill provides a sensible solution to
the growing problem of stray and sto-
len pets being sold to research facili-
ties. It addresses problems caused by
unethical Class B ‘‘random source”
animal dealers. The Pet Safety and
Protection Act of 1996 will safeguard
family pets while allowing essential re-
search to continue in an environment
free from deception and abuse.

According to the USDA’s Animal and
Plant Health Inspection  Service
[APHIS], there are 4,325 licensed ani-
mal dealers in the United States.
About 1,100 of these dealers are li-
censed by APHIS as Class B ‘“‘random
source” animal dealers. This means
that these dealers do not breed the ani-
mals themselves, but obtain their dogs
and cats from other sources.

Unfortunately, there is significant
evidence to conclude that many Class
B ‘“‘random source’ dealers are profit-
eering through theft or by deceptively
acquiring animals. For example, in
1995, 50 class B dealers supplied 24,000 of
the 89,000 dogs wused for research.
APHIS investigations of these dealers
found that up to 50 percent engaged in
fraudulent record-keeping practices. In
other words, up to 11,000 of the dogs
sold to medical facilities in 1995 may
have been obtained through pet theft,
falsified records, and other unscrupu-
lous techniques.

The provisions of current law are im-
possible to enforce effectively. In re-
sponse to evidence of repeated viola-
tions of Federal law by Class B ‘“‘ran-
dom source’ dealers, I have introduced
the Pet Safety and Protection Act of
1996. This legislation will ensure that
dogs and cats used by research facili-
ties are obtained from legitimate
sources.

The problem of pet theft should not
be left unchecked. Dr. Robert Whitney,
former director of the Office of Animal
Care and Use at the National Institutes
of Health recently declared that, ‘“The
continued existence of these virtually
unregulatable Class B dealers erodes
the public confidence in our commit-
ment to appropriate procurement, care,
and use of animals in the important re-
search to better the health of both hu-
mans and animals.” it is in the inter-
ests of consumers, pet owners, and re-
searchers alike, to see that animals
used for research purposes are obtained
legitimately and treated with respect.

I urge all of my colleagues to join in
supporting this legislation.e

By Mr. MOYNIHAN:
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S. 2116. A bill to facilitate efficient
investments and financing of infra-
structure projects and new job creation
through the establishment of a Na-
tional Infrastructure Development
Corporatoin, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Finance.

THE NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT
ACT OF 1996

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President, I am
pleased to introduce legislation today
that I hope, at the very least, will draw
attention to the interesting possibili-
ties of how private capital might be
joined with public funding of our Na-
tion’s infrastructure. The bill is de-
signed to facilitate investment in, and
the financing of, infrastructure
projects—which generate good-paying
jobs—through the creation of a self-
sustaining entity, the National Infra-
structure Development Corporation.

In 1991, I sponsored the Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
[ISTEA]. One provision called for the
establishment of an Infrastructure In-
vestment Commission. Public invest-
ments in infrastructure have been de-
clining, and so the Commission was
charged with looking at ways to en-
courage the investment of private cap-
ital. The Commission was chaired by
Daniel V. Flanagan, Jr. Under his able
direction, the Commission released a
report early in 1993. I found it truly
compelling, and I look forward to re-
visiting the Commission’s rec-
ommendations as we prepare for ISTEA
II. In short, we would do well to listen
to Mr. Flanagan, again, as we reau-
thorize our vitally important transpor-
tation infrastructure policies in the
105th Congress. There will be hearings,
of course, and we look forward to testi-
mony from the Commission as to its
recommendations. I would like to point
out that our colleague, Senator
HUTCHISON from Texas, served as a
member of the Commission; and I cer-
tainly look forward to working with
her as the Environment and Public
Works Committee takes up this most
important matter next year.

I would like to note that significant
infrastructure investment activity by
U.S. pension funds is occurring daily
overseas, particularly in Asia and
Latin America. A good part of this has
been prompted by the evolution of the
independent power generation spawned
by the action of our Congress in cre-
ating such entities as part of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 1992. As a result, we
now have a project finance industry in
existence in this country assisting
those American funds in such infra-
structure investment overseas. Also,
current policies of the Overseas Private
Investment Corporation, the Export
Import Bank, and the World Bank, en-
courage this type of overseas invest-
ment through credit enhancements, po-
litical risk insurance, and so forth.

The problem in the United States is
that we have never provided such cred-
it enhancement disciplines in our own
infrastructure network. Clearly, there
is significant political risk for the en-
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trepreneur, the architect, the engineer,
and even the community group that
seeks to develop improvements and
novel and innovative ways of paying
for such services. The Commission’s re-
port suggests a ‘‘growing of the pie”’
approach to leverage some of our pub-
lic funds by encouraging such private
investment, and suggests that leverage
ratios of approximately 10 to 18 times
the public funds involved are attain-
able.

Recommendations of the Commission
and Mr. Flanagan, who has testified
several times before Congress on this
subject, are incorporated in this legis-
lation. For example, it suggests var-
ious insurance initiatives, particularly
in the area of development risk, as well
as other innovative procedures, includ-
ing the reinsurance of long term rev-
enue streams that would allow new
economic activity to ensure either in
the construction of new or rehabilita-
tion of existing facilities.

I commend my colleagues in the
House of Representatives, particularly
the Democratic leadership there, for
introducing this measure in that body
earlier this year. To me this is a bipar-
tisan effort and we welcome the sup-
port of our Republican colleagues. This
legislation, the National Infrastructure
Development Act of 1996, is by no
means the final word on this subject.
But I do recommend it to all of my col-
leagues for their examination and hope
it proves sufficient to stimulate their
interest in this ingenious approach to
such an exciting matter.

————

SENATE RESOLUTION 296—REL-
ATIVE TO DISABLED SENATE
EMPLOYEES

Mr. FORD submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion:

S. RES. 296

Resolved, That (a) a Senate employee with
a disability (as defined in section 3 of the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42
U.S.C. 12102)) who has the privilege of the
Senate floor under rule XXII of the Standing
Rules of the Senate may bring such sup-
porting services (including dog guides and
interpreters) on the Senate floor as the em-
ploying office determines are necessary to
assist the disabled employee in discharging
the official duties of his or her employment
position.

(b) The employing office of a disabled em-
ployee shall administer the provisions of this
resolution.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 297—
REFERRING S. 558

Mr. ABRAHAM (for himself and Mr.
LEVIN) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 297

Resolved, That the bill S. 558 entitled ‘A
Bill for the relief of Retired Sergeant First
Class James D. Benoit, Wan Sook Benoit,
and the estate of David Benoit, and for other
purposes,” 1is referred, with all accom-
panying papers, to the chief judge of the
United
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States Court of Federal Claims for a report
in accordance with sections 1492 and 2509 of
title 28, United States Code.

————

SENATE RESOLUTION 298—DESIG-
NATING ROOM S-131 IN THE CAP-
ITOL AS THE MARK O. HATFIELD
ROOM

Mr. BYRD (for himself, Mr. LoTT, Mr.
DASCHLE, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. AKAKA,
Mr. ASHCROFT, Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. BEN-
NETT, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr.
BoND, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BRADLEY, Mr.
BREAUX, Mr. BROWN, Mr. BRYAN, Mr.
BUMPERS, Mr. BURNS, Mr. CAMPBELL,
Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. COATS, Mr. COCHRAN,
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONRAD, Mr. COVER-
DELL, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. D’AMATO, Mr.
DEWINE, Mr. DopD, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr.
DORGAN, Mr. EXON, Mr. FAIRCLOTH, Mr.
FEINGOLD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. FORD,
Mrs. FRAHM, Mr. FRIST, Mr. GLENN, Mr.
GORTON, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. GRAMM, Mr.
GRAMS, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG, Mr.
HARKIN, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEFLIN, Mr.
HeLMS, Mr. HOLLINGS, Mrs. HUTCHISON,
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. JEFFORDS,
Mr. JOHNSTON, Mrs. KASSEBAUM, Mr.
KEMPTHORNE, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr.
KERREY, Mr. KERRY, Mr. KOHL, Mr.
KyL, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. LEAHY, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. LUGAR, Mr.
MACK, Mr. McCAIN, Mr. MCCONNELL,
Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN,
Mr. MOYNIHAN, Mr. MURKOWSKI, Mrs.
MURRAY, Mr. NICKLES, Mr. NUNN, Mr.
PELL, Mr. PRESSLER, Mr. PRYOR, Mr.
REID, Mr. ROBB, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr.
ROTH, Mr. SANTORUM, Mr. SARBANES,
Mr. SHELBY, Mr. SIMON, Mr. SIMPSON,
Mr. SMITH, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SPECTER,
Mr. STEVENS, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. THOMP-
SON, Mr. THURMOND, Mr. WARNER, Mr.
WELLSTONE, and Mr. WYDEN) submitted
the following resolution; which was
considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 298

Whereas Senator Mark O. Hatfield, the son
of Charles Hatfield (a railroad construction
blacksmith) and Dovie Odom Hatfield (a
school teacher), upon the completion of the
104th Congress, will have served in the
United States Senate with great distinction
for 30 years;

Whereas Senator Mark O. Hatfield is the
longest serving United States Senator from
Oregon;

Whereas Senator Mark O. Hatfield serves
on the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources, the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration, the Joint Committee on the
Library, and the Joint Committee on Print-
ing;

\g;Vhereas Senator Mark O. Hatfield serves
as Chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions and has provided for the development
of major public works projects throughout
the State of Oregon, the Pacific Northwest,
and the rest of the Nation;

Whereas Senator Mark O. Hatfield has con-
stantly worked for what he calls ‘‘the des-
perate human needs in our midst” by striv-
ing to improve health, education, and social
service programs;

Whereas Senator Mark O. Hatfield has
earned bipartisan respect from his Senate
colleagues for his unique ability to work
across party lines to build coalitions which
secure the enactment of legislation; and

Whereas it is appropriate that a room in
the United States Capitol Building be named
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in honor of Senator Mark O. Hatfield as a re-
minder to present and future generations of
his outstanding service as a United States
Senator: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That room S. 131 in the United
States Capitol Building is hereby designated
as, and shall hereafter be known as, the
‘“Mark O. Hatfield Room” in recognition of
the selfless and dedicated service provided by
Senator Mark O. Hatfield to the Senate, our
Nation, and its people.

————

SENATE RESOLUTION 299—RELAT-
ING TO THE SENATE ARMS CON-
TROL OBSERVER GROUP

Mr. LOTT (for himself, and Mr.
DASCHLE) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. RES. 299

Resolved, That subsection (a) of the first
section of Senate Resolution 149, agreed to
October 5, 1993 (103d Congress, 1st Session), is
amended by striking ‘‘until December 31,
1996 and inserting ‘‘until December 31,
1998,

———————

SENATE RESOLUTION 300—TO DES-
IGNATE NATIONAL SHAKEN
BABY SYNDROME AWARENESS
WEEK

Mr. WELLSTONE (for himself, Mr.
INOUYE, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. DoODD, Mrs.
FrRAHM, Mr. REID, Mr. GLENN, Mr.
EXON, Mrs. BOXER and Mr. KENNEDY)
submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 300

Whereas Shaken Baby Syndrome describes
the consequences that occur when a young
child is violently shaken;

Whereas Shaken Baby Syndrome is so le-
thal that 20 to 25 percent of its victims die,
and most survivors suffer brain damage;

Whereas Shaken Baby Syndrome accounts
for 10 to 12 percent of all child abuse and ne-
glect cases in the United States;

Whereas 25 to 50 percent of teenagers and
adults do not know that shaking a baby is
dangerous;

Whereas education is the key to preventing
this tragedy; and

Whereas the United States has a con-
tinuing commitment to the health and safe-
ty of this Nation’s children:

Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate designates the

week of November 3, 1996, as ‘‘National
Shaken Baby Syndrome Awareness Week’.
The President is requested to issue a procla-
mation calling upon the people of the United
States to observe such week with appro-
priate ceremonies and activities.
e Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I
submit a resolution designating the
week of November 3, 1996 as National
Shaken Baby Syndrome Awareness
Week. America’s children are its most
priceless and irreplaceable resource,
and I am proud to lend them my voice
in the U.S. Senate. Today, I speak for
America’s children as I urge my col-
leagues to consider this important res-
olution.

Shaking a baby causes serious brain
injury. A baby’s head accounts for one-
fourth of its weight and is supported by
weak and underdeveloped neck mus-
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cles. When a baby is shaken, it causes
the brain to rock back and forth, hit-
ting the skull with great force. This
can cause the brain to bleed, bruise, or
swell, resulting in the possibility of
blindness, deafness, paralysis, epilepsy,
cerebral palsy, and developmental dis-
ability. In many cases, this can also
lead to death.

Brandon and Teddy are two very spe-
cial little boys from my home State of
Minnesota. They are survivors of a
common and deadly form of child abuse
that is often committed out of simple
ignorance. Brandon and Teddy were
violently shaken by their birth moth-
ers out of frustration. This type of
abuse and its resulting injuries are
known as shaken baby syndrome or
SBS.

Brandon and Teddy are survivors, but
they will bear the scars of their abuse
for the rest of their lives. Both boys
have been adopted and are receiving
expert care from a committed and lov-
ing family. Brandon is 6 years old and
is stricken with a permanent brain in-
jury. He has a seizure disorder, shunts
in his head, and a permanent blind spot
as a result of being shaken. Brandon
receives special education services and
learns very slowly. Teddy is 4 years old
and does not speak. His brain injury
impacts his problem-solving capability
and his education is a long and tedious
process. Teddy will probably never be
able to live independent of a care-giver.

Brandon and Teddy’s injuries were
entirely preventable. A study by the
Ohio Research Institute on Child Abuse
Prevention indicates that 25 to 50 per-
cent of adults do not know that shak-
ing a baby is dangerous. Education of
adult and teenage child care providers
is the key to preventing the tragic con-
sequences of SBS. According to studies
by the U.S. Advisory Board on Child
Abuse and Neglect, SBS is so lethal
that over 20 percent of its victims die
from the resulting injuries. These inju-
ries may account for over 10 percent of
all physical child abuse deaths in the
United States.

On November 10, 1996, the first Na-
tional Conference on Shaken Baby
Syndrome will convene in Salt Lake
City, UT. At this conference a coalition
of families, doctors, law enforcement
people, and child protection officials
will gather to discuss the issues sur-
rounding SBS. These committed indi-
viduals will work to educate medical
professionals about the symptoms of
SBS, push for more severe penalties for
perpetrators, and teach all segments of
the public that it’s never OK to shake
a baby.

Mr. President this resolution empha-
sizes the importance of this historic
conference. It is my hope that the Sen-
ate will continue its commitment to
the health and safety of America’s chil-
dren by supporting this resolution.

I ask unanimous consent that the list

of supporting agencies be listed in the
RECORD.
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